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JOHN W HARGRAVE ET AL 
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: Group Art Unit: 3624 
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: Attorney Docket No.: CMS-101A 



For: BANKRUPTCY CREDITOR MANAGER 
INTERNET SYSTEM 

Honorable Commissioner of Patents 
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This is in response to the Final Rejection in the above matter. An Amendment 
and Response was filed to the Patent Office (Amendment and Response after Final 
Rejection) August 9, 2006. An Advisory Action was sent on September 7, 2006, to the 
undersigned indicating that the Amendment and Response after Final Rejection dated 
August 9, 2006, failed to place the case in condition for allowance. In response, the 
undersigned phoned Examiner Havan to discuss the Advisory Action. The undersigned 
and Examiner Havan discussed the problem that the Advisory Action indicated that the 
claims in the proposed amendments filed after Final Rejection would not be entered 
because they raised new issues. Specifically, proposed claims 41 through 56 would not 
be entered for purposes of appeal. The undersigned indicated that new claims 41 through 
56 were exactly what Examiner Haven had requested in my conversation with her in July, 



REQUEST FOR RESPONSE 



2006. 



